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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 2-9 & 25-46 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .142(b) as being drawn to nonelected inventions, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 15 October 2004. 

Priority 

2. Applicant is reminded that in order for a patent issuing on the instant application 
to obtain the benefit of priority based on priority papers filed in parent Application No. 
09/91 0,224 under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f), a claim for such foreign priority must be 
timely made in this application. To satisfy the requirement of 37 CFR 1 .55(a)(2) for a 
certified copy of the foreign application, applicant may simply identify the application 
containing the certified copy. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctlv 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. V 

4. Claims 19 & 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 1 9 recites the limitation "discrete 
space" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It 
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is unclear which discrete space is being referred to since there are multiple discrete 
spaces claimed. As best understood from the original disclosure, it is believed applicant 
is referring to the supplemental drying space and the claims will be examined 
accordingly. However, clarification and correction are still required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
States 00 C ° Untry ' m ° re than ° ne year Pri ° r *° the date ° f a PP |ication for P ate nt 'n the United 

6. Claims 1,10, 12-14, 20 & 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by JP 09-010492 to Sanka Kogyo KK (hereinafter "Sanka"). Re claim 1, 
Sanka discloses (for instance in Figures 1-7 and relative associated text) a laundry 
cabinet assembly including space for washer 40, a space for clothes dryer 30, a 
supplemental drying space A, a plurality of removable exterior decorative fascia panels 
21-23 (fancy plywood), and an air moving device arranged to deliver air into and out of 
the supplemental drying space A (see air circuit dehumidification system of clothes 
dryer 30 in paragraphs [0030] - [0032]). Re claim 10, Sanka discloses a slidable shelf 
70 (see paragraph [0023]). Re claims 12-13, Sanka further discloses a rod in the 
supplemental drying space for supporting clothes on a hanger (see Figure 6 and 
paragraph [0025]). 
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Re claim 14, Sanka further discloses the cabinet having an open front side with cover 
panels 50/60 (see paragraph [0025] and Figures). Re claim 20, Sanka further discloses 
a perforated horizontal surface on the bottom of the supplemental drying space (see 
Figure 7). Re claim 45, Sanka discloses the cabinet being formed by installing panels 
21-23 (see paragraphs [0014] & [0019]) which implicitly discloses the cabinet having a 
frame structure for fastening the panels thereto. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

9. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 1 1, 15-17 & 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sanka in view of U.S. Patent No. 502,237 to Proctor. Recitation of 
Sanka is repeated here from above. Although Sanka does disclose a drying space in 
the cabinet and a slidable shelf/rack, Sanka does not expressly disclose multiple 
slidable shelves/racks. Proctor teaches that it is well known to provide a drying cabinet 
with slidable drawers for supporting articles to be dried as well as accessing/extracting 
the article before and after drying (see page 2, line 1 et seq. of Proctor). Therefore, the 
position is taken that a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made would have been motivated to modify the drying cabinet of Sanka with the 
slidable drawers of Proctor for the purpose of providing support and easy access to a 
plurality of articles which are to be dried. The drawers of Procter read on applicant's 
claimed "slidable shelves", "slidable rack" and "shoe dryer". Moreover, it is noted that 
the intended use of the drawers are considered intended use and given little weight. 
11. Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanka in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,720,108 to Rice. Recitation of Sanka is repeated 
here from above. Although Sanka does disclose a drying space in the cabinet, Sanka 
does not expressly disclose shoe dryers. Rice teaches that it is well known to dry 
hollow articles such as boots and gloves using dryers by inserting heated air into the 
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articles (col. 1, line 13 etseq.) and further discloses a portable dryer for such hollow 
articles with convenient portability and storage, the portable dryer having a bottom 
support 134, a stem portion 22 for insertion into the hollow article to be dried, an airflow 
outlet at the end of the stem 116/117, and an air moving device 16 (see col. 1, lines 7- 
1 1 & Figures 1-2, 6, and relative associated text). Therefore, the position is taken that a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have been 
motivated to modify the drying cabinet of Sanka with the portable shoe dryers of Rice 
for the purpose of improved, more efficient drying of hollow articles such as shoes. 

Conclusion 

1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

U.S. Patent No. 6,189,551 to Sargeant etal., which discloses using 
removable decorative fascia panels on an appliance; 

U.S. Patent No. 5,016,364 to Cochrane, which discloses a drying cabinet 
with shoe drying racks; 

U.S. Patent No. 4,682,424 to Irving, U.S. Patent No. 3,331 ,226 to Fink, 
U.S. Patent No. 2,256,425 to Damiano, JP 07-096096, JP 07-088299, and JP 
03-275099, each disclosing laundry cabinets. 
13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph L. Perrin, Ph.D. whose telephone number is 



Application/Control Number: 10/686,798 Paqe 7 

Art Unit: 1746 

(571)272-1305. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:00-4:30, except 
alternate Fridays. 

14. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael E. Barr can be reached on (571)272-1414. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

1 5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Joseph L. Perrin, Ph.D. 

Examiner 
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